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1 DETAILED ACTION 

2 

3 Claims 1-23. 
4 

5 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6 

7 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

8 obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

9 (a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

1 0 forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 

11 the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

1 2 invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
1 3 Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14 

15 Claims 1 - 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

16 over Maes et al. (Maes), "Portable Information and Transaction Processing 

1 7 System and Method Utilizing Biometric Authorization and Digital Certificate 

1 8 Security", U.S. Patent 6,016,476 in view of Shore, U.S. Patent Publication 


19 2003/0149662 A1. 

20 


21 Regarding claim 1, Maes discloses: 

22 a magnetic strip that is readable by a standard swipe card reader (Abstract; 4: 1 2- 

23 18; 6:28-55); 

24 input communication means for receiving a request for an authentication signal 

25 from a remote terminal (fig. 1 :50, 54,46,42,44); 
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1 Maes does not disclose that the portable computing device comprises a power 

2 supply. 

3 However, it was well known to those of ordinary skill in the art to comprise power 

4 supplies within portable computing devices (such as PDA's). For example, Shore 

5 discloses that a PDA authentication device comprises a power supply (fig. 1g:8a) so as 

6 to function in a practical manner. 

7 It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply practical 

8 prior art techniques, such as taught by Shore, within the PDA of Maes. This would have 

9 been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated by the 

1 0 need for system functionality to provide a form of power. 

1 1 a biometric sensor for detecting biometric information and producing a sensed 

1 2 biometric profile in a response to a received request for an authentication signal (Maes, 

13 fig. 1:18,40); 

1 4 a memory for storing a biometric profile corresponding to an individual (Maes, fig. 

15 1:14,26); 

1 6 a processor for comparing the sensed biometric profile with the stored biometric 

1 7 profile and producing an authentication signal (Maes, fig. 1:12); 

18 and output communication means for communicating the authentication signal to 

19 the remote terminal (Maes, fig. 1:26, 50,54,46,42,44). 
20 

21 Regarding claim 2, the combination discloses: 
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1 wherein the output communication means further comprises an infrared 

2 communication port (Maes, fig. 1 : 50,54,46,42,44). 
3 

4 Regarding claim 3, the combination discloses: 

5 a proximity antenna for sending messages to, and receiving messages from, 

6 another proximity antenna (Maes, fig. 1 :50,54,46,42,44). 
7 

8 Regarding claim 4, the combination discloses: 

9 a microphone for receiving audible signals and voice recognition software for 

1 0 comparing said audible signals and with stored individual voice profiles (Maes, fig. 

11 1:18,16, 22; 4:45-64). 
12 

1 3 Regarding claim 5, the combination discloses: 

1 4 a keyboard that allows a user to enter text into the device (Maes, 5:36-53). 
15 

16 Regarding claim 6, the combination discloses: 

1 7 a speaker that allows the processor to produce voice responses (Maes, 5:36-53). 
18 

19 Regarding claim 7, the combination discloses: 

20 magnetic strip writing means that allow the processor to alter information 

21 contained on the magnetic strip (Maes, fig. 1 :30). 
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1 Regarding claim 8, the combination discloses: 

2 wherein said memory contains certification information that can be examined by 

3 a remote terminal to determine if the device corresponds to an authorized account 

4 (Maes, Abstract). 
5 

6 Regarding claim 9, the combination discloses: 

7 wherein the biometric sensor further comprises a fingerprint detector and the 

8 processor and memory further comprise fingerprint recognition software for determining 

9 if a sensed fingerprint matches a stored biometric profile (Maes, 5:55-67). 
10 

1 1 Regarding claim 10, the combination discloses: 

1 2 wherein the portable device has a protrusion that is adapted to engage a swipe 

1 3 card reader (Maes, fig. 1 :26). 
14 

15 Regarding claim 1 1 , it is rejected, at least, for the same reasons as claim 1 , and 

16 furthermore because the combination discloses: 

1 7 a card swipe interface that allows stored data to be communicated to a magnetic 

1 8 card reader (Maes, fig. 1 :26); 

1 9 a data input that allows said electronic data assistant to receive personal 

20 identifying data from a remote source (Maes, fig. 1 :50, 54,46,42, 44); 

21 a memory for storing personal identification information related to a particular 

22 individual (Maes, fig. 1 : 1 4, 26); 
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1 a processor for comparing said personal identifying data from said remote source 

2 to said stored personal identification information and producing an authentication signal 

3 based upon said comparison (Maes, fig. 1:12); 

4 and a data output for communicating said authentication signal to a remote 

5 source (Maes, fig. 1:26, 50,54,46,42,44). 
6 

7 Regarding claims 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19, they are rejected, at least, for 

8 the same reasons as the above rejected claims. 
9 

10 Regarding claim 14, Maes does not explicitly state that memory within the PDA 

1 1 authentication device comprises read only memory and random access memory. 

12 However, it was well known to those of ordinary skill in the art for the memory of 

1 3 PDA authentication devices to comprise both read only and random access memory. 

14 For example, Shore discloses that a PDA authentication device comprises both read 

1 5 only and random access memory (Abstract, fig. 1 g:3,2). 

16 It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply known prior 


17 art techniques, such as that of Shore, within the PDA of Maes. This would have been 

1 8 obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated by the need 

1 9 for system functionality and security to provide memory that would enable integral 

20 device software to be protected within unalterable memory space and dynamic data to 

21 be read/written from alterable memory space. 
22 


i 
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1 Claims 20 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

2 over Wang, "Portable Electronic Authorization Devices and Methods Therfor", 

3 U.S. Patent 5,917,913 in view of Maes et al. (Maes), "Portable Information and 

4 Transaction Processing System and Method Utilizing Biometric Authorization and 

5 Digital Certificate Security", U.S. Patent 6,016,476. 
6 


7 Regarding claim 20, Wang discloses: 

8 detecting a communication center's request for an identification (4:8-30); 

9 prompting an individual to respond to said request for an identification by 

1 0 providing biometric information (11:5-1 3); 

1 1 receiving said biometric information from said user (1 1 :5-1 3); 

12 Wang states that the biometric information from the user is required to allow the 

13 request for identification information to be satisfied. Wang, however, does not explicitly 

14 state processing the received biometric information. 

15 However, processing the biometric information entered by the user would have 


16 been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. Maes shows that when a user enters 

17 biometric information into a biometric authentication device, the device should process 

1 8 such information in order for the device to make practical application of the entered 

19 biometric information [i.e. verify the user](1 0:35-65). 

20 It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to employ the 

21 processing of received biometric information as shown by Maes within the system of 

22 Wang. This would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would 
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1 have been motivated by the need for security to verify users, and thus practically 

2 perform steps necessary to do so. 

.3 processing said biometric information to determine if said biometric information 

4 corresponds to a biometric profile (Wang, 1 1 :5-1 3); 

5 producing an authentication signal ; and communicating said authentication 

6 signal to said communication center in response to receiving said request for an 

7 identification (Wang, 1 1 :24-31 ; 4:41 -55). 
8 

9 Regarding claim 21 , the combination discloses: 

1 0 wherein the step of receiving biometric information from said user further 

1 1 comprises receiving a representation of said user's fingerprint (Wang, claim 26). 
12 

13 Regarding claim 22, the combination discloses: 

1 4 wherein the step of receiving biometric information from said user further 

1 5 comprises receiving a voice sample from said user (Wang, claim 26). 
16 

17 Regarding claim 23, the combination discloses: 

1 8 wherein the step of processing said biometric information to determine if said 

1 9 biometric information corresponds to a biometric profile further comprises comparing the 

20 biometric information to a biometric profile stored on a device carried by the individual 

21 (Wang, 1:53-61; 5:51-6:13; fig. 3a:302; 11:5-13; Maes 10:35-65). 
22 


< 
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1 Conclusion 

2 

3 The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

4 applicant's disclosure: 
5 

6 See Notice of References Cited. 

7 

8 A shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire 3 months (not less than 90 

9 days) from the mailing date of this communication. 

1 0 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

1 1 examiner should be directed to Jeffery Williams whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 

12 7965. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

1 3 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

14 supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 

1 5 number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 

16 872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 


2 Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

3 published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

4 Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR. only. 

5 For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

6 you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

7 Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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10 
11 
12 
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